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after fudge *enKe' s order, a specie plan was ap- 
p roved Per the testing and experts .ere appointed to conduct it. - 
i dentity of the examiners ran agreed upon jointly by the six parties, 
with each party selecting one expert subject to the approval of the 

other five. The everts were: 

a TAriv^te fireorms examiner from 
^^inSSpolis. '(nominated on hehfclf of the 
Board of Supervisors.) 

Alfred A. Biasotti - A (nominated^oy the 

state Department of Justice. V 

District Attorney’s Office) 

Lovell Bradford - A SlfSiSSst' 

■ ~+ +hp federal Bureau 

tortT “fl^ri£tL; “(noiSltfd By the Attorney 
General’s Office) 

ratri 1or®=rc a ^it.^^^ ('"elected by the 
_ six other experts) 

vT.. r+nn A criminalist with the Institue 
Charles wrton c in Oakland, California, 

of Forensic Sex c 3 ufomia Association 

S e SSL?i C sfa. 0I (ltinahd on behalf of Sirhan 
Sirhan) 

A o~of essor at Michigan State University. 
^(^Snat'ed o'Abehalf of Pain Strode) 

order prescribing the earner of the retesting, the 
Folloemg the ole p 

isEUe was reviewed at tap special bearings an 
Uolfer was called to tes Se „ten,ber 13 the began their 

e -i= assembled in Los Angelesnurd. on Septem . 

^ ' ' re charged with testing and verifying the 

they ”” 1 t . B the experts soon encountered hin- 

res-'lts of the earlier investigation, 





„„ complete, detailing those filings about which all seven experts 
„ere in agreement. Each expert submitted individual reports as wll. 
acconpanied by a variety of work sheets free, the individual bullet 
exonerations. Because of their importance, and because of tne nature 
of the media reaction via cl. followed, these reports and their findings 
deseirve coxeTul exam in 8. w ion • 

Cn fuenday , October 6, the courtroom was dammed with re-ortera 
and spectators. Judge Vlefflce took the bench promptly at 2: 0 r.n, 
the orenin. of the sealed material from the panel did not take place 
immediately. Various legal arguments and delays intervened and it «. 
mot until two hours bad elapsed that the Comprehensive Joint Report was 
re5 d. The interest focused on the release of ^ »**«* M ’ 

m.ar-Lir^r.rly by the standards of ' ast reverse of these * 

, . t- --n„ n r+cr^ end newsmen, there was rarely 

in cite of the concentration o.t importers 

a commensurate appreciation of the complexity of the issues being ad- 
dressed. As a result, the contribution of the firearms exam nation va. 
largely negated by the manner in which it was reported *4 the exigencies 

of journalistic publicity disasterously blurred a situation idiich 

a j T-w-i+v Althourfi the media comre- 
had finally begun to move toward clc.r y. 

+ to =rpeed was intense there was little similar compe- 
tition v.'itn respect no speeo 

titien with respect to accuracy, hollowing the accelerated release of 
the moot cursory , and often cureless —arias, the issue was largely ^ 

- „ s xeft with misinformation hastily gen erat ed _ 
abandoned, and the public was leit u 

. -.o-- or inr.l i cations of the r: miners 

b - early » undigested accounts. - c 1 

or- I for d.iys or weeks, but for mo Cu o_ t..c 
"-■• or s would not oecone a ; ;. hk..i. xoz 

-t ' . - „v-.l v T’P'^’O iT b r* 

' -- s -i tial — • r.-.f.r of these fiiium. r. were - ■ 

-oi.trp rue -u.x XL-iJtiSd- 

.. . .. .. ,, r -' ,o C minrehee-ive Joint .i.-'C-rt 

..t 4:v';C v ■ ■ • - 
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The examiners working independently arrived at 
the sane conclusions as follows: 

! There is no substantive or demonstrable evidence 
\‘o indicate that more than one gun was used 
any of the bullets examined 

Tnis is as far as ha got before sisals began to fly aroond the 

courtroom. Ihy stay to hear any »«-P« "» ^ ^ 

cents in the ory box, hurrying to send the word. Benners left 
hurriedly, and before the fudge had finished reading the balance 
of the summary three page report a pass exodus of news representatives 
had occurred. 0 courtroom, TV cameras were propped up rn 

hallways to record the Mediate reactions of principals rn the case. 

3y the time these same principals had been able tc read the report, 

-m inrur- since have been gone. Wean- 
however, many of these cameras vould long 

uhile, the type mas already being set to flash the authority head- 
lines to the public-. "Experts Bale Out Second Gen In Robert Kenne 

. r- on ain by Single Firearm ( 1 

Death," (ira), "Seven Experts cay ,<FK 

, . -r'p eg - ing" (Heusday), "One C-un Kille o . 

■ "Pan el : One Gun Used in RfK hi a. mg V 

\ v - n Qf th ese headlines was flatly incorrect 

Exoerts." (Daily Hews) Eadr ofjhese 

, ; erti tud« which their simultaneous release created 

but the avalanche or cert 

gocined the atmosphere *1* -Id dominate public appreciate - 

caae in the coming months. Hot one of the experts on the frre^s 

uanel had excluded the possibility of a second gnr. 

' included in the Comprehensive doint Report mas the followi. 

t concluded, that Exhibit. 47 (the Kennedy non- 
finding: "It cannot be conc-ude 

. . t i -.g 54 (Weisel bullet) re-- - 
fatal bullet, 52 (Goldstein bullet) en 

_ solver" Had the news representatrves heard tb-e 

from the Srrhan r. . . soberly the complexity 

paragraph first, they mi^t have considered more so -y 

they were reporting. 



of the issue 
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. , , ther that one or more , 

— — =rsi had concluded en-nej. 

I-r the' firearms panel naa 

, 1 1 on scene ®uld not have, come 

° f the ' tallets fired at the a ° Sa3S tical KiE nedy bullet haa. 

, _ or that the critical Kenney 

trom Si*an s ^ ^ touM haTe iem ^ated. *»»• h — 

uncertainties "■ the seven experts, 

neither of these conclusion. could he - * J did 

„* i83ue were left unresolved, -n- P 
the major euestiens howeve r, as sell as conscl- 

put t» rest a ”' mber ° ‘ the focus with which further 

— — “ "Tthe findings intensified 

questions could be.^«^ — 

the douhts about the earlier m 

the panel into being. ^ seven experts 

. . . +n the issues upon *hich all 

^en ^hen U«i e t make were valuable 

va oh the xianel ?> &s able 

agreed, the findings - - ^ twrt . they had undertaken, 

, . within the scope of the 

and sieamcant. »- I0=si hility was neither': sus-u 

or? +hpt a second gun poa=^. 

for example, they agre * tbe specific 

comp art aons -** "" ““ “°“ facts at *ut ea* bullet, (.) -» 

recorded concerning eleven aepar _ too „ g the Wl- 

■ ih basic "class characteristics. 

of these dealing ith basi ^ characteristics, 

. . „+ to testing for particular 

lets which were subject _ Thus, for example, 

, -orb i hh signifioanw-. 

none sere discovered whin ^ Goldstein hnllets guns 

if different guns fired the Kennedy, iUon would pmh- 

eith similar class characteristics - ^ ^ ^ be 

, quch a simple precau 

ably have had to he use ^ ^ ip art from the ab- 

prising in the plannna stio6> however, there -s little 

sence of conflicts class a few of the bnl- 
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. r ot „ ere * sufficiently good edition «“* — 

let3 ’“ ' emi „ E individual chararteriBtica at all. 

. *ba mads conc8X2ixnB 

vations con ^ w fire d in the pantry, 

or the **t e ^ _ ^ let pan said 

° ne " rtrrri - - *-*•» — - ^ had ° mciaiiy 

to have travelled in . ftree 0 f the 

.. . „ „ loo t in the ceiling interspace. 

„ md p a tal Kennedy bullets - dll of ahi* 
others (the Svans, Sohr value for 

, todl were described by the experts as 

„ere fragmented, «e ^aioal condition 

, ra oarison microscopy because of thei pn. 
classical co 2) 0f the four regaining victim 

:\ he stroll hullet, van incapable of being ^ 
hull eta, moreover, on , althou* 30 different 

mat ched with anything by any of ^ „th ^ 

attempts ,.-• ^ fmn ^ to expcr t, yet n^ of the 

^ vcate the central finding cf hellayne Wolfer. 

seven experts coulo up l exoe ptions, could not be 

Els periphe ral findings lrhe-m ., 

duplicated either. Attorney' = office in Mr 

as succinctly atated b, a ^ the ballets 

WrtT f er "unequivocc— 1/ 

of ls75t bewayne ^ ^ People's 47, 54 and 53 

exacted from ^ ^ .thorn* - 1571 «olfer 

respectively* were ^ ^ based on the four bul- 

attempted to disavow any - ^ ^ from this central , 

Xe ta submitted at the Grend ^ testimony that Sidian 

pivotal conclusion ^ ^ e stabli^g the defer.dent 

~ - *" ' ufc ; t0 the Kennedy bullet match at the 

ss the murderer. Wolfer e ^ ^ ^ ^ „ a he 

and to all three natcde 



Grand Jury 
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re orted the matches as well in his lab reports. In the retort dated 
7 _ 15 _ 68 , for example, the folio wing section appears: 

The Iver Johnson,, Cadet hod el .22 caliber re- 
volver #53725 (taken from Sirhan) had been iden- 
tified as hnvin ,7 fired the following bullets: 

1. The bullet from Senator Kennedy ' s 6 th cervical 
vertebrae. 

2. The bullet removed from victim Goldstein. 

3 . The bullet removed from victim Weisel. 

The doubts about these conclusions "of William Harper and others 
led to the controversy about Toiler's firearms procedures, and stim- 
ulated the demands for new testing. 'They were, in fact, the corner- 
stone of the prosecution’s scientific evidence. 

The joint and individual findings of the firearms panel, however, 
flatly failed to support these •. findings. "It cannot be concluded," 
they wrote, "that Exhibits 4?, 52, and 54 were fired from the Siihan 
revolver. The reasons for this are that there are insufficient 
corresponding individual characteristics to make an^f identification." 

(CJR, pp. 1,2. emphasis added.) The report of panel member Bradford 
was even more explicit: "The examination results contradict the original 

identification made at the trial of Sirhan B. Sirhan in that there is 
no basis for an identificati: n of any of the victim bullets through the 
classical process of microscopically comparing them with rest bullets... 
(p. 4) The experts were unable to sustain Wolfer 9 s most critical con- 
clusion either on the basis of comparisons with Wolfer' s seven copper 
coated test bullets, or by matching the three victim bullets with the 
copper and lead bullets which they had fired themselves. 

A-parently the original bullet identifications, testified to under 
oath by the official police exert, were wrong. The only conceivacle 




3 6 . w the bullets hah deter 

aim that somehow th 

this finding is a cl v hie in 19^ a comp 

escape from ^reachable 

4 +0 rvening P erlo<1 ’ . f . c t, ener- 

iorated in *. interven ^ ^ this theory, » ~ • 

i>,ie in 196 °® i; 0 ns which 

ison *1* h c „ iet basis for the objection 

. voiced, ttoi* — ** " re _test the evidence at al- 

. b „ authorities to attenp it had liW 

had been mane by the P*el t°“'' d 

+ sts took plnce» . .. a microscopic 

then the tests „ Ini tial Joint Report, 

As stated in the In 4l) , j (gx. 51). 

substance. __ . % la (Ex. 3 s ) » 2 ^ 

.. n of PR’s 1 O’ 58) ’ . « Grand Jury »• 

examination ^ A throng 0 (Sc. 55 - ^ 

6 0*. 5b end 8 • 3 ., oral t of oridation or e 

f5B) does not reveal any - - a olassioal 

ny3 - = substantially single 

„ „. ture *!<*> T on the basis of -he 

oi a nc’.xui- Moreover, on- 

comparison ^ ^ ^ also oondlnded that ”lt oe 

photomicrograph available the - have changed appreo 

lot appear that PR 8 <,.*> ~ 

■ iably between June 6 , »»- test bullets and the ~o 

were oonparisons ^ vio tim bullets with - * 

ballets, but eve* — ^ basis of - ^ 

let even on ,, e positive 

test bullets as we • ^ mbst antiate any «* 

„o examiner could cone u De yasne «■*«■ 

n^es asserted — ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ of a very P- 

• I£ bullet deterioration old „ «« to *>PP°- 

collar ^ I hullets were found by — 

and three vie , + from each 

identification. ®n I£ only one bullet - 

, t Me for comp ari 3011 I^ 3 ' a repli cation of at leas- 

* e *”■ . d sn reasonable conditio , - go 

bad remained m been possi 

^ r „ matches would P— 1 saw -**•* 

on, of bolder • » _ ^ ^ members of - 

replication oexurre . 
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4 #f the victim bullets, a »»* which 

among the better preeer^ eignificffitly deteriorated. 

;r* -thfise 'bullets had aiisu 

harfly that ^ fire4 ^ hr^bodies -re f««* * 

« *U. — — ^ ^ bullets fixed into a -ter 

he capable of — —* this - « ~ 

- - -- - - 7 r;r 

BCS t peculiar. - ^ ile victim bullets -aid no , 

should deteriorate during s t he test bullets -P- 

, o-n ch a resui * 

is difficult to accoun Ln £aet , even at the be- 

posedly "deed for comparison ^ ^ ^ orlgina l test 

ginning, not very good after • ^ ^ ^ bullets =a- 

— ' *** — tr: separate opportunities existed (7 - B - 

pable of serious ’ sevetl expert to oa-le one conclusive 

1 5 . « - 5 - «) ** bullets fired during the - 

identification between Samen .. L emerged. W 

t- +<si shooting. 140 as we31* 

bassador hotel a. ^ „olfer conclu ions 

- — * 7;;°i;ts other then the Weisel. — - 

bhile recognizing that ^ aama ged for comparison purposes 

Kennedy non-fatal ones were fusions about thorn, » 

<***— “ - ,:r:i *. ■-* -7 

1. link them with Kennedy 

attempting , t ified that not oni. 

_ i T n l t rX tCfl iJ - 

lor example, «*o *• all demon- 

At the trial, rede bullets as well 

. + hvans ana •> „ ^j. all 

fatal 'bull et, t) ~ ti(<l)his," k e sldd ’ 

r^'eSSStien (4l60-4l6p)- t ■ d 

strably Bini-" a u mi tion by the colo 

.. , to indicate the broad of 

been studied to m OT plied, and so they 4-) 

eture of the alloy, the cOTpe- SPP the 

end the nature , 64) ()! . 4165, «-25) 

... r r'-zr ammunition. v v ih . T firearm 

say this in -« . been shall ended by o Ji,.r 

it «s given, thin te h.x examiners on the 

tlDe “ not bo sustained by any of the 

, oxrMild not OO 
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-bull ets at 
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38 , e nahe 01 u>0 

' W ’ tMt these 

1513 ^ .even panelists reported tha er eoa«n S , 

0 f the seven v copper co 

isCTe ’ r . 4t0 «'«'= da1 ' 3 

. In contract listc d it. " e 1,11 

ntal three bullets -an 1*** „oect to... 

.,.._f these '-h-.ee s ame ™- xn 

over, non* '» r , e , gained to be 

. rf t oh could ^ „ - lets nenafactorei W 

B -.ons too.- rifle bul ic examine- 

„+-iT\e &s • , I’nicroE 001 - 

copp er — C : to t he anhinse of — ~ ^ ’^v. of - «**» 

^ TTloe bullets ** - ***«“ ^ 

| tiono f their ’ !l '- ,! ' j l „f one specif 

1 , ture because of the & trade nOT* o) 

of msnufac i<v’ini“ ma S a e t.ermihed 

e/„r contaeihction. turer could he defer* 

«— «* " 4/ If not even the »«“ ta 

bullet nanufaoture^ that a bullet — riflinE 

it »as hardly poo- 1 " 1 fone ot these sane * 

■ oner testified also that . ** those m are 

a that these -ere co. " - si*®’ s «*• 

- CUi0 ,, they could he tentatively a t the 

test bullets- ihu3 t for » 53 ' 16 ' *“ , ,-_ing 

co t to the fatal balls ballis^ *- 

tiith respect the *» »* ^ I 

.. “fixed -hecause of ™ 0 

rial -that it ^ dcC& 



ti 
sp e 
c; 



re criCCT. 'S'-' of xne T 

“fired fron tU« - the damage 

dal rPTleople'sWo- 6 ’ ., ( 4161 ) 00 

that oi re * xv, a t gun. ^ 

specification a., tired «« *• Harper. 

„, it ively that it axticularly by 

cannot say P M tiy chall enSe ’ _ n the 

. n * a s subsequently . fica tions at all on 

TbiS conClUS disC exhahle rii1^ s spe ' xeCO vered, - nd 

co l d n ° ^ ic h only t.o-thirds - - Senator 

fatal bullet, a bul- bullet ^ aa ted 

. rr3C ™ented into ^ Irocrcss - 

•sifich ,,aS Special Unl . aintr rpeci- 

, X « claimed a -P aa r.e n^ in - 

-^.s a head, vfith r ne 

" enr , He xe f^d f- 

duiy^ 03 ’ _ , 8a »n/_? iS ^ 

_ the Sixnad - 

fi cations a- , s h ■ i'° re ' 

... nenoa of three 4~ 

Ihplol ee 
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Yet according tb the. Initial Joint Report of the 1975 examiners, 
this bullet has "no value for classical comparison microscopy," and 
neither is it listed as one of the six crime scene bullets which 
"have rifling impressions which are available for microscopic compar- 
ison with test bullets." None of the experts, moreover, in their 
individual work sheets, listed any._indi cation of a single demonstrable 
land or groove mark on the fragments which remained of the fatal bullet. 

(L, G, L, G for comparison.) 

If Wolfer' s apparent error on test bullet identifications was 
central to the official case, the errors on mini-mag identification 
and rifling specifications were not. What is most significant, however, 
about each of these errors, is that routine conclusions of the official 
police expert, about evidence in the most important case of his career 
had been rendered untenable. This suggested further questions about 
the care, competence, and even integrity of the original examination 

of physical evidence. 

None of this could have been guessed, however, from the official 
statements which followed the release of the examiners 8 reports. "After 
years of unwarranted attack on criminalist DeWayne Wolfer," Police Chief 



Ed Davis asserted, "his integrity and professional excellence have 
vinfiicted.” According to City Attorney’s Office counsel Dion borrow, 
the ^findings constituted a "complete vindication" of the LAPD bullet 
examination . "It v/ill be gratifying to LAPD criminalist DeWayne Wolfer," 
borrow said, "that his prof- ri-wsJ judgement and the quality of his 

work has been upheld." 



v i; o' i.i absence of findings to sup ort the 



A art from their w 
„,j no ' ice conclusions, t c experts were unanimous b out some 




•„U. in the initial Joint Report, 

— — *U*. «. *- 

»r «««»•. t ' r ‘ ey £ ‘ Creed that i ”* "* „ * too™ OCX «libe* - 22 

- - — r ^ p- — • <- «• 20 *• ^ 

~ Hifle ~~~ iD the ^ UKao . photons (-P-- 

the abSenCe & 47 and Ex. 54") ddd not ^ " 

47, 54” and - « 47) tte traces of this 

, „ cannelures on W ^ V 

mination of the nun . ^ ttT . of the miners -re 

auoaxent second cannelure -re ^ 

. + its existence after examining 

still uncertain as to -hotographed idth a sensi xv. 

, the hullets —re photogra, 
a microsoo-pe. Only ** 

, did additional traces of «ha 

color process 

■become clear. . • j -f ne damage to "buxlefS 47 

f concern about the extent of t o 

Because of concern *ere attempted, 

4 , ^Slfiing anele measurements 

54, only "preliminary^ the precise measurement of 

P. *0 Because “* ’ " ‘ _ paren t »■ subsequent qeustioning, 

— “ri Nation of 

search into the ~~ ^ difficult on the basis 

• conclusive 0 U & , , "The results, 

progressing, te8 ts we re inducted. 

o£ present — ^ w on the data Presently 

ronclri&shj 

the experts couw 

a,ailaM "” ' n fusing findings listed in the joint reports 

one of the «"*» po reooim endations for ad- 

. + ha t "Hie examiners m, (fhi 

the statement tha CT «ence in this ease. 

diticnal types of testing of the * - — ^ ^ «^ e that agreement 

vas uidely interpreted, not pern . ^ ^ be of value. 9>» 

r e-« died that no further scie. t laC e 

had been re-che t - ns ^e being considered in • 

,ince only bullet «.™natlo 




to further testing could have 



a,, findings Of the experts in relation 
applied only to this ares. It the questioning of the experts in «o- 
rate end December, however, this phrase ton- -t to neen only that 
tt. experts could not agree aeon, themselves on epeoifio adaitxon^ 
tests and tbns ’ could s jointly %ahe no recordation.- A number of 

ihe experts listed additional tests ,<hi* -** be period on the 

, ^ ich offered reasonable prospect of helpful 
firearms evidence and which oner 

, r> + oa-tinfr valid evidenc- 

information. All actoowledged tbe importance of testing 

^ion suggested the presenoe of more than eight bullets. 

irrnici , , +he conclusions about 

Although less definitive then many had bop , 

' 0 heluful in clarifying a number pf 

which the experts were unan i-us were helpfbl 

v in ni—ute, as well as shedding light on 
issues which had long been in dxspute, 

. . . t formerly been closely considered. They cone u 

others vjhicn had not formerly 

' ... ne Of the evidence examined either supportea or ruled 

in -am, that none oi » ne 

T , ct o VtC h a conclusion could only have been 
out a second pin. In • ■ 

+ ve.+ csted or proved that tne ™ 

...u-e orted" by cvicence thet • o:.- 

examination had passed through dif femet gun barrels. « 
dla s a, exact -tics capable of being deters were aU 
ef-gned lately that ell of the bu'lets under exanxnatron n_ - 

U *. ^ of sun. - olass. of '.anniunition need U*— 

" + since any class of guns contains Venedreds or 

appeared to be the same. Since 

, ,, d . 0 - individual weapons, and since munition of th- - 

is even nor* nicely ava. characteristics 

f . ld of possible second guns. Differences an civ. char 

„ ‘ ttributed with confidence to the use of more than one 

rohld have been ax « characteristics could not be relied 

Sun, but diffexn/bes m inoivi h; , 4 been used, 

upon to demonstrate that sore than one -.=8^ 




As noted before, any given shot by a gun bill pmduce a number of 
■accidental" markings "hi* .ill not recur with any predictability. 

Since "accidental "sand "individual" characteristics cannot reliably 
be distinguished, while similar striations on differ®! bullets may 
demonstrate that they .ere fired from the same gun, dissimilar striations 
almost never prove that they were fired from different guns. According to 
the reoori of ® erpert Cunning, for eremple, «*.*»*> the T2 throng 
58 test bullets from Sirhsn's revolver can be identified with each other, 
there are ■i.nlfi-t different between the individual characteristics 

on these bullets and the marks present on » and 6." (p. 1. ««»“■*• 

added.) But though there were differ®! markings on panel and victim 
buHets, this did not establi^ that the._ victim bullets .ere fired from 
a gun other than Sirhan- s. Such a finjp, i* fact, la nearly -heard 
of in comparisons of ^edd « the sum! ^ass ®araoteristi=s. dlthou^ 
the bull et worksheets used by the erperte^bluded notations for "identi- 
fioations" and "inconclusive," therefore, no listing *atsoever was 
made for the third obvious category, "differentiation." However dif- 
ferent specific individual characteristics W se® "differentiation- 
on the basis of these alone is almost never possible. 

Phis being the case, any "second gun" Jt the same class character- 
istics as the "first sen" -Id have been nearly un-detectable on the 
ba r - s of the tests performed. Some of the bullets, moreover, were so 
severely imaged that a,® class characteristics =ou!d not be deter- 
mined. hone of the erperts would establish the make of the ratal ~ 
n.dy bullet, or of at least four other bull ets they er^ined (1. la, 

4 and 7.) of the builets were completely indeterminate even as 

* cal iber (4 end 7 ). On four of the bullets, the number of lands and 




/, 7 a 7) on tTO even the direcX1 ° n 

__x ar-na^ent (la, At tJ 

-rooves wa3 not a FP - . . p< ,+ 

, , , (i 7 ^ Althon^ the heaviest 

V„ entr.b ■ ibhed (4» /;• ^ ^ 

3 f the rifling could not he ^ , 

,,,.^774 trains, only bbout two 

• +• >mn ets recovered .'.eigh - ' * 

of the victim bullets u 

. j x i> e lightest weighed 11.3 

• : short of the orieinal bullet weight, the 

^ ectiveiv. Under the.ee conditions not even 

5 S 9 grains respective-y. 

Gr ^ n ° . . ul( i -be obtained about some of the bullets 

, -OTtarv information couia 

6 "thing of the ei^th adaro.ledged crime scene 

in evidence, to say nothing . ^r, class *ar- 

• x- Y ;as available ax aui. 

hullet on «hi* no mo . TCl sing the 

they could only succeed in nar-C 

acteristics were ararlsble, Heferri „ G to one 

pons iron millions to thousends. Beierrms 
rield of poser *» ^ bullets, expert Cun- 

paxticularfclass oharaoterl innressions 

„ . e wrote that "the widths of the lan . 

f ° r ’ a „ those produced by Si^ah-s revolver." 

in these bullets are the same as those p^ ^ ^ ^ 

(p. 1.) But the necessary ^ ^ ^ ^ revo lver, or 

"therefore, these bullets oonrd havs • inrressions." fc- 

, , -V, the same_ jgiath_ls£5 — 

faotaal 

, , A \ Helnful as tney wexo, 

erphasis — •> ^ they Aed on the previous exa*- 

gatenringtions end in h ^ ^ ^ to 

ination, the findings on ^ich ‘ 

resolve the central issues Ox the . ^ ^^er, ^ command a con- ■ 

toe finding which was not unanimous, concl usively 

• X « 'Tone of the experts cou_ 

of attention . uione 

aider able amount o wiiets, but four 

■ t v gny of the crime scene bullets, 

mat dr the Sirhan gun wi - bullets in the 

, matches among the “ i "“ 

of them did make vario Gar land, for example, made 

^ Oxford Cu nin^am, Gaxlana ’ 

best condition. ’ Goldstein, and Kennedy non-fatal 

. ■ w*een the vieisel, Goiastexix, 

* conclusive mata* between the Ke nnedy and 

, 0 _ r0 aitive match-', betwee- 
a Stanton Berg made a i-o. 




a „a Goldstein ullets, and the Goldstein and 'feisel bullets, but 

co uld not notch the Kenned, and tfeisel bullets directly. Tuc ether 

panelists, Gorton and Tomer, found insufficient evidence for an, of 

these matches, though they observed some similarity in individual 

characteristics and did not deny that the three bullets might have 

from the same gun. Panelist Hired Biaaotti, finally, found a 

thre e ray natch of Kmnedy, *eisel, and Goldstein ** 

not sufficiently clear to nahe an -cereal, objective detemina- 

t1oa . ^is position he designated hy the symbol W.) 

* spit, of the expert split on this question, the suggestion 

. 11o * s , ere fired from the same gun ms important, 

that these three bullets were 

There is some possibility that a second gun and not sxxban’s 

the *ots *i* struck Weisel and .Goldstein and conceivably one or 

„ - Is also not impossible 

more other victims as veil as Kennedy. I. is also n 

+Vi nn one ran struck Kennedy, with a bulled 
that bullets from more -hon one gun 

■Kf a-5 +h of these possibilities 
from Sirhan lodging in the none. Keither 

. . . Pensively before the firearms panel, end nei 

had been considered extensively, 

, . „x Because of the possible implications of a 

can be finally ruled out, Because o 

r lutein leiscl and Kennedy non- fatal bu! ets, 
natch between the Goldstein, * 

• nr tart to test these bullets more thoroughly, 
it seemed especially im ■ortd.. to . 

i, . „ fnr example, to determine if they 
u Hng neutron activation analpo. 

- . h . r> i- sten was endorsed by sons o' the 

came from the sane catch, i- ^ - 

cx^erto. conditional on 

„i the bullet conolnriooo, 01 course, ere 

, .... m- tec evlueoco, , ,d li gering cuestiono in h- «- 

‘ ’ tl no u or the seven victim bullet,- r-overed. 

ard deserve to be .. „ ^ ta hert conditi-n, end it 

the Kennedy neck b llet woo one cl the tvro -r 
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* . voi „ n to .-hi the c nc’usions to be v«>: ^.ea. Sm 
■x •nivoinJ. Ln 



al so 



• A were taken from human tissue, "contamination" 
the bullets examined were tanei 

by organic natter would naturally bo expected adhering to them 
surfaces. According to Wolfer' s wor* log. the fatal Kennedy bullet 

res ''cleaned 11 - on dune 14 . »«. and yet in spite of thia fact, ~- 

, _ it by several of the experts. Of the seven 

lamination was noted on it by sev. 

yictin bullets, in fact, the only one on which n^ 

n'oted was the one which was recovered iron ^.edy 1 s nenh. Kor years. 

. Ohio had been most articulate aoout the 
the District Attorney's office had been 

, , • v, flV p "been mishandled, 

possibility that the evidence bullets nr^t have 

• + difficult to deny that ^he 
Accepting this concern, however, it is d-ffi 

t t otential for the tampering with evidenoe occurred 
greatest potential oyer received 

it was in the possession of the court, but be.ore 

c Che absolute centrality of this bullet 
• - *>Tn view oi ^ne 

into evidence. filed on 

- mprio consideration of a second gun," the peti 
*' y d ln this -connection on December 

behal f of Paul Sd*-. — ‘ 1 - — “ 

4 „ 75 . .All appropriate authorities should be consulted, 

ascertain a -propriate measures to delete if this 

tered a human body..." (p. 22- check.) 

- - rtant expert disagreement appeared to center on 

The most important exp 

- • p Vid^tein, and Kennedy comparison, but this was by no me 
tfeisel, 01 o -panel members. 

t - IV one. 36 comparisons were made by five or more panel 

tne only ^ disagreed on i 5 

.. f these ibe panelists agreed, ^ If 

Although on -4 ^ the use 

nt.-ned a potential disagreement aue to 
.. orR ?n d 7 more contain ea a P 

others, an Biasotti. One of 

-• + c category of judgement 3 

of 8 n intermediate caw .{pry - ith their 

- , Oh existed between the experts had to do 
the differences which existed iSentifi- 

. 0 n judgeaents concerning P 

re »- active "thresholds 

‘ T „ Bradford, for ex^ple, *o — only two positive 

cation. Loweu.1 relatively 

lections in the 15 cases in dispute seened 



